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juridical and political institutions as well as of the religious,
philosophical, and other ideas of a given historical period.'
The discovery of this principle, according to Marx and Engels,
showed that the coming of Socialism was inevitable.
'From that time forward Socialism was no longer an accidental
discovery of this or that ingenious brain, but the necessary out-
come of the struggle between two historically developed classes
—the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. Its task was no longer to
manufacture a system of society as perfect as possible, but to
examine the historico-economic succession of events from which
these classes and their antagonism had of necessity sprung, and
to discover in the economic conditions thus created the means
of ending the conflict. But the Socialism of earlier days was as
incompatible with this materialistic conception as the concep-
tion of Nature of the French materialists was with dialectics and
modern natural science. The Socialism of earlier days cer-
tainly criticized the existing capitalistic mode of production and
its consequences. But it could not explain them, and, there-
fore, could not get the mastery of them. It could only simply
reject them as bad. The more strongly this earlier Socialism
denounced the exploitation of the working-class, inevitable under
Capitalism, the less able was it clearly to show in what this
explanation consisted and how it arose.5
The same theory which is called Dialectical Materialism, is
also called the Materialist Conception of History. Engels says:
*The materialist conception of history starts from the proposition
that the production of the means to support human life and,
next to production, the exchange of things produced, is the
basis of all social structure; that in every society that has
appeared in history, the manner in which wealth is distributed
and society divided into classes or orders, is dependent upon
what is produced, how it is produced, and how the products
are exchanged. From this point of view the final causes of all
social changes and political revolutions are to be sought, not in
men's brains, not in man's better insight into eternal truth and
justice, but in changes in the modes of production and exchange.
They are to be sought, not in the philosophy, but in the econ-
omics of each particular epoch. The growing perception that
existing social institutions are unreasonable and unjust, that
reason has become unreason, and right wrong, is only proof
that in the modes of production and exchange changes have
silently taken place, with which me social order, adapted to

